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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 7, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated 
by IMATSUKA (JP 2002095051). 

Regarding claims 1, IMATSUKA discloses A radio communication method 
performing a function of making a first bidirectional radio communication [cellular phone 
function] with a predetermined station and another function of making a second 
bidirectional radio communication [short range radio communication function] with an 
adjacent reader/writer (42-Figure 5) (abstract; paragraph 13), wherein when the start of 
the second radio communication with said reader/writer is detected, output of 
transmission data in the first radio communication with said predetermined station is 
temporarily stopped (paragraphs 39-53). 

Regarding claim 5, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependant upon. IMATSUKA further discloses wherein when 
completion of said second radio communication is detected, the processing to 
temporarily stop outputting the transmission data is released (paragraphs 60-69). 

Regarding claim 7, IMATSUKA further discloses a radio communication unit 
comprising: 
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a first radio communication processor for making a first bidirectional radio 
communication [cellular phone function] with a predetermined station (paragraphs 39- 
53), 

a second radio communication processor for making a second bidirectional radio 
communication [short range radio communication function; SF card] with an adjacent 
reader/writer (42-Figure 5) (abstract; paragraph 13), and 

a controller for temporarily stopping output of transmission data in said first radio 
communication processor, when the start of the second radio communication with said 
reader/writer is detected (paragraphs 39-53). 

Regarding claim 11, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependant upon. IMATSUKA further discloses wherein said 
controller releases the processing to temporarily stop outputting the transmission data in 
said first radio communication processor, when completion of the radio communication 
in said second radio communication processor is detected (paragraphs 38-53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the 1 manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 2, 3, 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over IMATSUKA (JP 2002095051 ) in view of SEPPANEN (US 6,330,442 B1 ). 

Regarding claims 2 and 3, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the 
subject matter these claims are dependant upon. IMATSUKA further discloses wherein 
said temporary stop is the processing to stop inputting transmission data (paragraphs 6, 
13, 62, and 63; phone call is interrupted when short range transmission is detected), 
and even when no data is stored, transmission of packets by said first communication is 
continued (paragraphs 6, 13, 62, and 63; call is placed on hold, hence no data is stored 
and a transmission channel is left open). However IMATSUKA does not disclose 
wherein the data is stored in a buffer. SEPPANEN discloses wherein transmission data 
is stored in a buffer (column 14:lines 37-48). Therefore it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
IMAtSUKA to include a storage buffer for transmission data as taught by SEPPANEN as 
both systems disclose signal transmissions from a portable device. This is beneficial in 
that it allows the mobile device to control the transmission rate of outgoing data. 

Regarding claims 8 and 9, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the 
subject matter these claims are dependant upon. IMATSUKA further discloses wherein 
the temporary stop made by said controller is the processing to stop inputting the 
transmission data that is provided with said first radio communication processor 
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(paragraphs 6, 13, 62, and 63; phone call is interrupted when short range transmission 
is detected) and said controller performs control to continue transmission of packets by 
said first communication, even when no data is stored (paragraphs 6, 13, 62, and 63; 
call is placed on hold, hence no data is stored and a transmission channel is left open). 
However IMATSUKA does not disclose wherein the data is stored in a buffer. 
SEPPANEN discloses wherein transmission data is stored in a buffer (column 14:lines 
37-48). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify IMATSUKA to include a storage buffer for 
transmission data as taught by SEPPANEN as both systems disclose signal 
transmissions from a portable device. This is beneficial in that it allows the mobile 
device to control the transmission rate of outgoing data. 

6. Claims 4 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
IMATSUKA (JP 2002095051 ) in view of SEPPANEN (US 6,330,442 B1 ) as applied to 
claims 1 and 7 above, and further in view of HARRIS et al (US 6,400,755 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 4, IMATSUKA further discloses wherein said temporary stop is 
the processing to stop inputting transmission data (paragraphs 6, 13, 62, and 63; phone 
call is interrupted when short range transmission is detected); even when no data is 
stored, the transmission of packets by said first communication is continued 
(paragraphs 6, 13, 62, and 63; call is placed on hold, hence no data is stored and a 
transmission channel is left open). However IMATSUKA does not disclose wherein the 
data is stored in a buffer. SEPPANEN discloses wherein transmission data is stored in 
a buffer (column 14:lines 37-48). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify IMATSUKA to 
include a storage buffer for transmission data as taught by SEPPANEN as both systems 
disclose signal transmissions from a portable device. This is beneficial in that it allows 
the mobile device to control the transmission rate of outgoing data. However, the 
combination of IMATSUKA and SEPPANEN do not disclose wherein the packets 
transmitted in said state of - having no data are transmitted at the lowest transmission 
rate. HARRIS discloses wherein the packets transmitted in said state of - having no 
data are transmitted at the lowest transmission rate (abstract, column 4:lines 32-44). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the combination of IMATSUKA and SEPPANEN to 
transmit packets at the lowest rate when no data is being sent as taught by HARRIS 
since both systems disclose data transmission from a mobile device. This is beneficial 
in that it allows the preservation of battery power by using lowered transmission power 
when there is no data present. 

Regarding claim 10, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependant upon. IMATSUKA further discloses wherein the 
temporary stop made by said controller is the processing to stop inputting transmission 
data that is provided with said first radio communication processor and that stores the 
transmission data temporarily (paragraphs 6, 13, 62, and 63; phone call is interrupted 
when short range transmission is detected); said controller performs control to continue 
transmission of packets by said first communication, even when no data is stored 
(paragraphs 6, 13, 62, and 63; call is placed on hold, hence no data is stored and a 
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transmission channel is left open). However IMATSUKA does not disclose wherein the 
data is stored in a buffer. SEPPANEN discloses wherein transmission data is stored in 
a buffer (column 14:lines 37-48). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify IMATSUKA to 
include a storage buffer for transmission data as taught by SEPPANEN as both systems 
disclose signal transmissions from a portable device. This is beneficial in that it allows 
the mobile device to control the transmission rate of outgoing data. However, the 
combination of IMATSUKA and SEPPANEN do not disclose wherein the packets 
transmitted in said state of - having no data are transmitted at the lowest transmission 
rate. HARRIS discloses wherein the packets transmitted in said state of - having no 
data are transmitted at the lowest transmission rate (abstract, column 4:lines 32-44). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the combination of IMATSUKA and SEPPANEN to 
transmit packets at the lowest rate when no data is being sent as taught by HARRIS 
since both systems disclose data transmission from a mobile device. This is beneficial 
in that it allows the preservation of battery power by using lowered transmission power 
when there is no data present. 

7. Claims 6 and 12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
IMATSUKA (JP 2002095051 ) in view of VEGA et al (US 6,282,407 B1 ). 

Regarding claims 6 and 12, see the rejections of the parent claims concerning 
the subject matter these claims are dependant upon. However IMATSUKA does not 
disclose wherein said second radio communication operates under power obtained by 
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receiving electric power wave supplied from said reader/writer. VEGA discloses 
wherein said second radio communication operates under power obtained by receiving 
electric power wave supplied from said reader/writer (column 2:lines 27-40). Therefore 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify IMATSUKA to include a passive powering means as 
taught by VEGA since both systems relate to using a short ranged 
interrogation/response communication system. This is beneficial in that no power is 
needed to operate the secondary transmission system when in range of the 
interrogator. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

MITSUMOTO (US 2002/0177407 A1) - Portable telephone and IC Card 
KOTOLA et al (US 2004/0176032 A1) - RFID based discovery with reader 
having transponder functionality 

PIIKIVI (US 6,776,339 B2) - Wireless device providing contactless interface for a 
smart card reader 

TERRANOVA (US 6,618,362 B1) - Using a transponder as an information buffer 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ariel Balaoing whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
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7317. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 AM to 4:30 
AM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (571 ) 272-7872. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ariel Balaoing 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2683 
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